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fXjp jJ I OjOO jJ I OLKl fflUUULf 


All praise belongs to AUah, al-Qawi, al-Matin. And may the salah and salam [of 
Allah] be upon him who was sent with the sword as a mercy to al-‘alamin. As 
for what follows: 

The question In the tide seems plainly obvious to the reader who Is famlbar 
with the Quran and the speech of the ‘ulama. But, nevertheless, those who are 
earnest In misleading the masses of the ummah Into entering under the mlajah 
of the apostates who have usurped the lands In Arabia and elsewhere have 
undertaken to distort the texts and lie upon the scholars to cover up the truth. 
In an article entided “The Meaning of Taghut and It’s (spelling mistake taken 
from the original) Reladon to Kufr, Judgment and the Rulers,” Abu Khablthah 
(Abu Khadljah), a head of misguidance, sought to paint a different picture 
from the obvious fact that every taghut is a kafir hj compiling some statements 
of scholars In regard to the meaning of taghut} He starts the sub-heading 
saying, “The Meaning of Taghut According to the Early Scholars & That It 
Does Not Necessitate Kufr In Every Case.” A quesdon arose as to why would 
he think It was necessary to write such an ardcle? He lets us know soon after: 

The word taghut is mentioned in several places throughout the Quran 
and its meaning is distorted by the radical preachers to refer to the 
disbelievers or to major idolatry, and since some of the great scholars 
mentioned in their writings that ‘the one who does not rule by that 
which Allah has revealed’ is a taghut, then they conclude that all of the 
rulers are therefore disbelievers. 

We can conclude that the only reason It came to his mind to write (or copy) 


* Which, come to find out, wasn’t really his idea or work. More on that later, in sha Allah. 
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such an article is only to defend the apostate tawaghit who rule by man-made 
laws, among other nuUifiers of Islam. He then claims “the term taghut can 
refer to the unbelievers and to the heads of misguidance from the Muslims.” 
However, is this the case? 


Leaders of Misguidanee 

After putting forward the ridiculous allegation that the ‘ulama said heads of 
misguidance are ‘Muslim tawaghit’, an obvious contradiction which is equivalent 
to saying ‘Muslim kuffar’, he brings several quotes in an attempt to substantiate 
the claim. And we will quote verbatim those relevant to heads of misguidance 
he mentioned: 

Imam al-Jawhari stated in As-Sihah, “At-taghut: the soothsayer, Shajtan, and 
every leader of misguidance.”^ 

Ibn Mandhur stated, “At-taghut: Whatever is worshipped besides AUah, the 
Mighty and Majestic; and every leader of misguidance is a taghutA 

And he also said, “Ash-Sha’bi, ‘Ata, and Mujahid all said, ‘The sorcerer, the 
magician. The taghut is Shajtan, the soothsayer, and every head of 
misguidance.”'^ 

Regarding the statement of AUah, “And We sent a messenger to every nation 
calUng them to the worship of AUah and to abandon the taghut’’ al-Qurtubi in 
his tafsir stated, “Meaning: abandon everything that is worshipped besides 
AUah, such as Shajtan, the soothsayers, the idols, and everyone that calls to 
misguidance.” 

Can anyone see in these quotes where the scholars mentioned that a Muslim 


^ Mukhtar as-Sihah, p. 265. 

^ Usan al-‘Arab, v. 8, p. 444. 
“ Ibid. 
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can be a taghut or a taghut a Muslim? What is mentioned is only that the leaders 
and heads of dalala (misguidance) are tawaghit. (The reason for this will come, in 
sha Allah) Abu Khabithah brings no further evidence for his claim and merely 
makes an absurd interpretation that fits inside his set agenda. When the 
meaning of taghut is known beforehand by reading (and understanding) what 
the ‘ulama have written on the topic and that every taghut is a kafir the speech 
above is clearly seen to mean the heads, callers, and leaders of kufir and shirk 
are tawaghit, in comparison to the layman from the kufifar and mushrikin who are 
not. And here I would like to press pause on Abu Khabithah’s article and take 
a glance at the meaning of taghut from the works of the ‘ulama and answer the 
question ‘is every taghut a kafir?’. Because when one knows the truth of a 
certain matter to begin with, one can shift through the falsehood and see them 
clearly, by Allah’s permission. But when one does not have sufficient 
knowledge it is quite easy to be misled and ‘dazzled,’ so to speak. 


The Meaning of Taghut in the Quran 

First, let us see how ‘taghut’ is used in the Quran, mentioned a total of eight 
times throughout: 


( 1 ) 


Jjo^g Og^Li^Lf j-dij Jjolo Jjo IxujJl x6 

fOaJLc 04 JOULU ^tg pitr\oi\ U ,^^^1 ogj^Li dLuuucxIjuLit jiiLo dllLi 


“There is no compulsion in the din. Verily, the right path has become distinct 
from the wrong path. So whoever disbelieves in the taghut and believes in 
AUah, then he has grasped the most trustworthy handhold that wiU never 
break. And AUah is All-Hearer, AU-Knower.”^ 


^ Surah al-Baqarah: 256. 
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( 2 ) 


tgj^ ^iJtg u^! t^ljoULlbJt Jjo tgJuoT Orfiil ^g ^1 

obuoi dlUgi ‘^LoULlbJt jgllt Jjo ^oaig^jiu Cig^USJt ^gUJgt 

JgjJl3 fiJf 


“Allah Is the Protector of those who believe. He brings them out from 
darkness Into light. But as for those who disbelieve, their helpers and allies are 
ta^ut, they bring them out from light into darkness. Those are the dwellers of 
the Fire, and they wlU abide therein forever.”^ 


(3) 


ig^UsJtg CjJSfJ\j Jgjjo^ u^! 

LUjjuj tgJLjoT OrfiJi Jjo cJJgA Igj^ 09^9^9 


“Have you not seen those who were given a portion of the Book? They believe 
In al-jibt and the ta^ut and say to the disbelievers that they are better guided as 
regards the way than the believers.”’ 


(4) 


dlJLxi) Jjo Jjjf Log dUJI Lou tgjjoT ^oiaji Jgjoicjj OrfiJi u^! 
JLbLUjLit Ijjjg cLf Jl I9JJ0I -i-og cjg^UsJt tgjoiibdj Jt Jgjujj 

tljLfiJ UjJUo ji 


“Have you not seen those who claim to believe in what sent down to you and 
what was sent down before you? They wish to go for judgment to the taghut 
while they have been ordered to disbelieve in it. And Shajtan wishes to lead 

them far astray.”® 


^ Surah al-Baqarah: 257. 
’ Surah an-Nisa: 51. 

* Surah an-Nisa: 60. 
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( 5 ) 


J^jjuj JgJGLoj Igj^ CH-^^9 J44-^ 09^1-^ IgJLoT OrfiJi 

IQ1 9 tA Jl5 jLbLUxJt ja6 '^LbojuuJt cUJgl tgJGUii Cig^UsJt 

“Those who believe fight in the cause of Allah. While those who disbelieve 
fight in the cause of the ta^ut. So fight against the allies of Shajtan-, verily, the 

plot of Shajtan is weak.”^ 


( 6 ) 


■•■fs'r 


oui£ tlu^Lcg odLlt rtigl Jjo ^tllf He ougljo dUj JjoJjuuj J-o 

Jx Jjiotg Liliuo jjuj diligt (dig^LbJI jLixg jjjULiJtg ojj^l ^ololLo CJ-^9 


clgjLU 

“Say: ‘Shall I inform you of something worse than that, regarding the 
recompense from AUah: those (Jews) who incurred the curse of Allah and His 
wrath, and those of whom He transformed into monkeys and pigs, and those 
who worshipped the taghut; such are worse in rank, and far more astray from 

the right path.’ 


(V) 




xALolo tglilolg dllt tgll^t Jt UgjuuJ oLbt ^ ^ Islsu oJUg 

tgjJsJLo tgj^ujuLO oulc dmS Jjo ^OLOuLog oLLlt 0^ 

- s' j - - 

OLLOix tJuS 


“And verily. We have sent among every group of people a messenger 
[ordering]: ‘worship Allah and avoid the taghut' Then of them were some 
whom Allah guided and of them were some whom the straying was justified. 
So travel through the land and see what was the end of those who denied.”” 


’ Surah an-Nisa: 76. 

Surah al-Maidah: 60. 
” Surah an-Nahl: 36. 
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jjuuli *^^^9 ^9 ^joj Jl cjg^UsJt Igln^t OrfiJig 

jLix 

“And those who avoid the taghut by not worshipping it and turn to Allah, for 
them are glad tidings; so announce the good news to My slaves. 


The Definition of Taghut from the ‘Ulama 

Second, we will take a look at what some of the ‘ulama have said. Shaykh ‘Ali 
al-Khudayr {Jakkallahu asrahu) stated that the definition of taghut 

[It is] a particular type of exaggeration derived from tughyan which is to 
exceed, to go beyond, and to increase. From it is “tagha al-ma” 
(translated as: the water rose above its limits), meaning: increased... 

The terms the Salaf used in defining it differed. Ibn Abi Fiatim narrated 
that ‘Umar ibnul-Khattab {radiyallahu ‘anhu) said that ‘the taghut is the 
Shaytan.’ Jabir mentioned that it is the soothsayer. Malik said, ‘It is what 
is worshipped besides Allah.’ Muhammad ibn Sirin said that the taghut is 
the sorcerer, and it was said ‘the transgressors from the People of the 
Book.’ Ibnul-Jawzi made mention in Zad al-Masir in his explanation of 
the Verse of the Throne when examining these various definitions that 
they are from the category of tafsir by some of its features. 

The comprehensive explanation of taghut is the definition of 
ibnul-Qayyim {rahimahullah), ‘The taghut is that which exceeds its 
limit by the slave whether by being worshipped, followed, or obeyed.’ 
‘Worshipped’ is what ‘Umar and Malik mentioned. ‘Followed’ includes 
the transgressors from the People of Book. ‘Obeyed’ includes the 
sorcerer, the soothsayer, and every ruler and includes the evil scholars, 
evil leaders, and evil worshippers. 


Surah a 2 -Zumar: 17. 
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And here is more precise definition than ibnul-Qayyim’s: Each and every 
going beyond in kufr. For example, the abandoner of the salah is a kafir, 
but if he calls to abandon the salah or punishes whoever performs it, 
then this is exceeding the bounds in kufr, and he is a taghut. It is shirk to 
sacrifice for other than Allah, so if he calls to sacrifice for other than 
Allah or beautifies it [in the eyes of the people], then this is exceeding the 
bounds in kufr, and he is a taghut. 

Taken from ibnul-Qayyim’s definition are three types of tawaghit: (i) the 
tawaghit of worship, and included in that is whoever is worshipped 
besides Allah while being pleased with it, whoever calls the people to the 
worship of himself; Shaytan enters into that, as well, along with the idols; 
(ii) the tawaghit of following, which includes scholars and worshippers: 
the evil scholars and the devious worshippers; (iii) the tawaghit of 
obedience, and it includes the leaders and heads of tribes who make 
matters permissible or impermissible besides Allah; likewise, soothsayers, 
magicians, legislators, and the rulers who rule by other than what Allah 
revealedd^ 

Mujahid (d. 102 H - rahimahullaB) said: 

oLdt Jgjoiibuu jLuuul ojgjo ^ jLbLUjuJt : Cig^LbJt 

“The taghut'vs, Shaytan in the form of man whom they seek judgment from.”''^ 

An-Nawawi (d. 676 H - rahimahullaB) stated: 

jlix Lo Cig^LbJt : oL&JLIt J^t j^Loog ^LuiiJIg ojojx gjfg (iuJLIt JLo 
Og^LbJt : ^J4£g ,^,jJliJtg JjULog ^ culll dQ-i 

fjL^tg Jgij Cig^LbJt : ^ gA : J^iig ^ JlbojuLlt 


See his elucidation of Usui ath-Thalathah. 
Tafsir Mujahid, p. 284. 
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“Al-Layth, Abu ‘Ubaydah, al-Kisa’i, and the majority of linguists said that they 
taghutis anything that is worshipped other than Allah {ta‘ald). And ibn ‘Abbas, 
Muqatil, al-Kalbi, and others, stated that the taghut'vs, the Shaytan. It was said it 
is the idols, as well. Al-Wahidi said that the taghut could be singular or plural, 

female or male.”^^ 

Al-Wahidi (d. 468 H - rahimahullaB), himself a distinguished scholar of the 
Arabic language, related that: 

Ml ^ 

dJUt Jgj Jjo jlix Lo J.5 rCig^LbJt roL&JJt 


“AU the scholars of the language said that the taghut is anything that is 
worshipped besides AUah.”^*" 

Ibn ‘Atiyyah (d. 541 H - rahimahullaB) said: 

(Ujouuuu ooL^g .Cig^Lb g^i oulit Jgj Jjo jlix Lo J.5 iclolgH jAgi JLog 

L 

jJ Jjo Lotg kOg^ug jgjjoJg dUj as>jpu£) 

jUgiJl6 J«o; jJ Jjog ifijJujjJl Lola^JLc ,^,AJuLL£g jj dUj 

(Sidl Cig^LbJt vujuuli il OLxjo tHJjg >0iiigH ^ Ug^Lb Cujouuulo 

. £ 

jLbLuUt gag oLLuxjug dUiLi jjoU 

“Some of the scholars said: ‘Everything that is worshipped besides AUah is a 
taghutl And this labelling is correct with respect to what is worshipped and is 
pleased with that like Fir‘awn and Nimrod and so forth. But as for those who 
are not pleased with such, like ‘Uzayr and ‘Isa {‘alayhimas-salatn), and those who 
do not have any intelligence, like the idols, the labelling is in relation to the 
right of the slaves - and that is exceeding the boundaries. As it is because of 
the taghut that orders them and beautifies that for them - and that is the 


See Sharh Muslim, “Kitab al-Iman”. 
Quoted m Ad-Durar as-Sanijjah. 
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Shaytanr^^ 

And al-‘Allamah ibnul-Qayyim (d. 751 H- rahimahullaB) said, 

The taghut is anything by which the slave transgresses the limits through 
worship, following, or obedience. Thus the taghut of any people is he 
whom they seek judgment from other than Allah and His messenger, or 
whom they worship alongside Allah, or whom they follow without 
guidance from Allah, or whom they obey in what they do not know to be 
in obedience to Allah. These are the tawaghit of the world; if you were to 
contemplate them and, at the same time, contemplate the condition of 
the people, you would see that most people have turned from the 
worship of Allah to the worship of the taghut, from seeking judgment 
from Allah and His messenger to seeking judgment from the taghut, and 
from obeying and following Allah and His messenger, to obeying and 
following the taghut}^ 

Shaykh Muhammad Hamid al-Fiqi (d. 1378 H - rahimahullaB) mentioned, 

£ Ml 

Lo J.5 cjgxLbJt :,ol£IuLc dJUt cALuLUt Jjo (j^diuLuju 6-kll 
toJgjuujJg dll dcLbJIg OrfoJI o^Jl^lg dill ojLlc Jx ojoog jlixJI coJjo 
jLxjubiJIg (jjuJjJI Jjo jLbojuuJIg (1^1 jLbajuuJI dllj ^ cigjui 

U>j4£g jL^iJIg 

“That which we find in the statements of the Salaf {radiyallahu ‘anhum) is that 
the taghut'vs, whatever deviates the slave away and prevents him from the 
worship of Allah, being sincere to Him in the din and in obeying AUah and His 
messenger isallallahu ‘alajhi wa sallarn), whether that is from the shayatin of jinn 
or from the shayatin of humans, trees, rocks, etc.”'^ 


S&& Al-Muharrar al-Waji^ 

See riam al-Muwaqqi‘in. 

See his footnotes on Vath al-Majid. 
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Shaykh Muhammad al-Amin ash-Shanqiti (d. 1393 H - rahimahullaB) stated: 


dUj Jjo joiiJI ioL^Jtg kOgiiLb oulit Jgj Jjo julc Lo Jt tgioTt i Jig 

jUsojuudLI 

“The tahqi(f'^ is that anything that is worshipped besides Allah is a taghut, the 
greatest of which is the Shaytan.”^^ 

Salih al-Fawzan, a scholar the Madakhilah worship, was asked: “What is the 
meaning of taghui^ And is every taghut a kafir?” He responded with: 

ojgL^g jLjJt ojgLy) gag Jjo (gLuuuo oL&JLIt ^ Cig^LbJt 

• • £ 

Jgj^ Cju£tg±iJtg dUj oLuIit Logj^iJt jLoLfjJt ojgL^g JJoLJt 

dLuj ^£3lD J^g 

linguistically is derived from tughyan, and it is exceeding the limits. 
Going beyond the truth to falsehood, going beyond iman to kufr, and what is 
similar to that. The tawaghit are many, and every taghut is a kafitr, without a 

doubt.”22 

This last quote from Salih al-Fawzan is the utmost clearest I found while 
researching this matter of ‘is every taghut a kafir?” Possibly because the matter 
is plainly obvious and is equivalent to asking ‘is every mushrik a kafir?’ Shaykh 
Muhammad ibn Ibrahim in his elucidation of Usui ath-Thalathalah asserted with 
almost the same clarity, after explaining ibnul-Qayyim’s definition of taghut: 
“And every one of them is a kafir.” The only quotes from scholars or 
references I found that suggested otherwise were contemporaries like ibn 
‘Uthaymin who said specifically that heads of bida’wtnt tawaghit. But even that 
is not lucid enough and could be restricted in reference to hida’ \k\ 2 X. is major 
kufr: like saying the Quran is created or that iman is only a belief in the heart or 
negating the attributes of Allah, etc. All of which is a hida’, in addition to being 


Meaning, what is established after verification and research. 

See his tafsiroi surah al-Baqarah in Adwan al-Bayan. 

See link for the full answer https://www.alfaw 2 an.aforg.sa/en/node/10323. 
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kufr. We have amply amount of statements from the Salaf proclaiming takfir 
upon those who call to their hida, as well. Another is ibn Baz,^^ however, his 
words also seem to be misunderstood, and the text from him I was able to 
locate was cut - a part in the middle being left out. Having said that, we aren’t 
looking into what he or ibn ‘Uthaymin meant here. Nor is that really relevant. I 
only mentioned them because of the scarcity of sayings of scholars merely 
hinting that the taghutis somehow not a kafir. 

What we can clarify here is the misunderstanding that could arise in saying that 
not every taghutis a kafir, because technically this is true. Let me explain. A tree 
or a rock or a statue is not a kafir. You don’t say inanimate objects are kuffar. 
Nor are they considered tawaghit just by themselves. They become tawaghit 
when the slaves exceed their right with respect to worship. And this qualifies 
the statement from ibn ‘Afiyyah above that “the labelling is in relation to the 
right of the slaves - and that is exceeding the boundaries.” So those objects 
become tawaghit when they are worshipped besides AUah, and it is a must for 
one to have kufr in them to be considered a Muslim in reality. And this point is 
lost on many, not the least the ghulat Hafimiyyah, and those like them, who 
equate kufr in the taghut^iih takfir oi the taghut. 

As pointed out above, you don’t declare takfir of an idol or a grave that is 
worshipped besides Allah, due to them being inanimate objects. But in regard 
to the label of ‘taghut’ being applied upon a person or a jinn (like Shaytan or 
someone who rules by other than what AUah revealed) then this is equivalent 
to takfir and labelUng someone a mushrik or a kafir. It is this second labelUng 
that SaUh al-Fawzan is referring to in his statement that “every taghut i^ a kafir, 
without a doubt.”^"^ 


I know, go figure it would be these two - I do not know what al-Albani said. 

The only reason I am bringing his words here is because of their transparency and the claim by Abu 
Khabithah that the label of taghut on a person as being “distorted by the radical preachers to refer to 
the disbelievers or to major idolatry.” So will he stick by his implied speech and say that al-Faw 2 an is 
one of those “radical preachers”? And assuming he (he won’t) or someone else does, it is batil and 
goes against the Texts and the agreement of the ‘ulama. 
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Taghut According to Shaykh al-Mujaddid Muhammad 
ibn ‘Abdil-Wahhab 


Shaykh al-Mujaddid Muhammad ibn ‘Abdil-Wahhab {^ahimahulla}}) revived the 
‘aqidah of the Salaf as-Salih for this ummah and has very clear words in regard to 
takfir^iad fighting the mushrikin-, he defined the taghut 


£ .. . « ^ 
gt jgign Jjo ojLlaJLi 09-^ cpo Cig^LbJI 

gAi dJgjuLijg oulit oLcLb ^ £^-1^ 9^ £94^ 


“The taghut i'& general; so anything that is worshipped besides AUah, being 
pleased with that ‘ibadah [directed to it] - whether it is a thing worshipped or 
followed or obeyed in other than the obedience of Allah and His messenger - 

is a taghutr^'^ 

His speech and the fatawa of the scholars who followed him in the Arabian 
Peninsula are spears in the hearts and souls of people like Abu Khabithah and 
the Madakhilah. Similar to the ghulat Hagimiyyah, they cherry pick words in 
order to deceive the ignorant that the notable scholar they are quoting is in 
agreement with their corrupt creed. Abu Khabithah follows that trend here by 
asserting: 

It is somewhat surprising that modern-day radicals should attempt to 
utilise the statements of Shaikh Muhammad bin ‘Abdul-Wahhab 
(rahimahullah) to support their argument, since he was from the scholars 
who consistently warned from the performance of takfir and from 
disobeying the Muslim rulers, even if they be from the most tyrannical of 
rulers, as he has expressed in the famous letter to the people of al-Qasim, 
ar-Risalah ila Ahlil-Qasim. 

First, if the shaykh was akve today Abu Khabithah would be one of the first to 


See his short essay Ma'ana at-Taghut wa Ra’us Amva'ihi. 
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post the shaykh’s picture with his eyes marked out with red warning against 
him while calling him a ‘khariji’ and ‘takfiri’. The issue that ibn ‘Abdil-Wahhab 
is most hated for is takfir of the mushrikin who ascribed themselves to Islam 
and fighting them. He said in the third treatise from his Rasail ash-Shaykhsiyyah: 

IjjuLj jJUJ JgjiLf dJuju ^jjuulc Jjo jj 61 tgilf fjj 

£ Ml £ 

Jtg tULiggihi jJ ^LUt dJgjuLijg out (}jj gA J^jJt 

. £ 

j^oiuLIt Jjo filjJJJ kOjldij ^ ^gjluo gag dJjjuuJt gA ojiJt 

Jli JlldJlg 

“If they were for more than twenty years affirming day and night, secretly and 
openly, that the tawhid which this man (i.e., ibn ‘Abdil-Wahhab) displayed is the 
din of Allah and His messenger, however the people do not obey us, and that 
what he rejected was shirk while he was truthful in his rejection, however, only 
if he would abstain from takfir and fighting, he would be upon the truth.” 

And he said in his twenty ninth treatise: 

£ £ 

,JLc tgili JlldJtg tUjiu gJ JgJgiij ^olojxg 

dJgjuLijg oulit 

“And you know what they say, that if the people of confrontation (i.e., ibn 
‘Abdil-Wahhab) would abandon takfir and fighting, they would be upon the din 

of Allah and His messenger.” 

And he said in his thirty eighth treatise: 

£ . 
fOLffiJt dUjg klAjfg:^ [ggmLo ojL^tg ^g^JI ^ousxiiJg 

, jiiollg jio^ill jjj dJgjuLijg oulit oLit jl^Xjuuu JgJgiij 

Ul £ £ 

1.046 oJgjuLijg out Jt Igjiil ljl IolA ^*^ 9 ? Jjouo < 17gUg 

£ £ £ 
jjot Jjo j-aiu jJ 1.046 SfOLOjuuLi^g oli jjot Jjo JjLog oj6Jt Jjo j.a6u jJ 
• • £ 

,a.ffiuuj figjJ (JLc dJjjuuJt cL> Jjo >064 jJ 1.046 SfrfflLXJuLiaj 

£ • 

gag >064 jJ 1.046 SfOLoJLo iL6tg ^jL^gjoJt Jlo ,jLc ^oAjbug fiiSxJ oLujjiig 
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£ tSi £, £ , 

^oJjuLig oulc out JgjuujJI Jt oulc Cjou Jl Jl^Xjuuu 
£ £ £ • • 
jjoUg oUL^t jngiig <lg11 (SjJI Jl jL^Xjuug dilLi dJjjuuJt oLouuug die 

kOjgjLUjg dXlt gA ft Aim; (^^jjuLLoJt 

0JO jLo gi kdJLILf tJjjiul tjj gJLi^l ftJLuuuoJt j ,jLc dJjJJt Jt IgjoJLctg 

Ml £ • £ • ■ 

out ftJJLi Jjo jj£xr>j (j\ Jjo jjSI tUjjuiJ ftJ gJg (}^jjjjloJ\ 

£ 

ft^xli ftJL&Jt J^t ftJJbg dJgjuLij ftiJLig 

“However, today they argue with one misconception, so know the answer to it, 
and what they say is that all of this is the truth, we bear witness that it is the 
din of Allah and His messenger - except for takj^r a.nd fighting. And what is 
astonishing is the one who is not able to answer this [misconception]. If they 
affirmed that this is the dm of Allah and His messenger, how can we not make 
takfiroi the one who rejects it, kills those who commands it, and imprisons 
them? How can the one who sends orders to imprison them not be a kafir? 
How can the one who comes to the people of shirk and urges them to hold 
onto their religion and adorns it for them, and encourages them in killing the 
muwahhidin and taking their wealth not be a kafitr? How can he not be a kafitrli 
what he urges and encourages is what the Messenger {sallallahu ‘alayhi wa sallam) 
rejected? He forbade it and called it shirk with AUah, and he testified that the 
one who has enmity to them and hates their people, and orders the mushrikin 
to be killed is the din of AUah and His messenger. 

“Know [O MusUm], that the proofs supporting declaring takfitroi a righteous 
Muslim if he commits shirk with Allah, or he assisted the mushrikin [in fighting] 
against the muwahhidin, even if he did not commit shirk, are too much to be 
counted from the words of AUah, His messenger, and the sayings of aU the 

scholars.” 

The letter Abu Khabithah references is what the shaykh sent explaining his 
creed due to the Ues and rumors that spread from people who share the same 
quaUties of Abu Khabithah in slandering and lying upon the muwahhidin to 
frighten the people away from the truth and keep the people foUowing them 
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instead of it. In the letter, the shaykh essentially summarizes Al-‘Aqidah 
al-Wasitiyyah by ibn Taymiyyah; and it is the ‘aqidah of Ahlus-Sunnah. Part of 
that ‘aqidah, which we believe in, is obeying and not fighting against the 
Muslim ruler, even if he is not righteous, as long as he does not come with 
clear kufr which we have evidence from Allah for. In addition, we do not 
declare takfirdut to sins that are less than major kufr. Nothing new here. 


The Heads of the Tawaghit 

Abu Khabithah continues in his covering of the truth: 

Regarding the discussion surrounding the subject of at-taghut. Shaikh 
Muhammad bin ‘Abdul-Wahhab said: 

“The taghuts are many, and their heads are five: 

Iblis, may Allah’s curse be upon him. 

The one who is worshipped and he is pleased with that. 

The one who claims anything from the knowledge of the Unseen, 

The one who calls people to worship him. 

The one who judges by other than that which Allah has revealed. 

And the proof is His saying, the Most High: ‘There is no compulsion in 
religion. Verily, the Right Path has become distinct from the wrong path. 
Whoever disbelieves in at-Taghut and believes in Allah, then he has 
grasped the most trustworthy handhold that will never break. And Allah 
is the All-Hearer, All-Knower.’ And this is the meaning of la ilaha 
illallah.” 

So some may understand from this that the Shaikh is declaring as an 
unbeliever the one who rules by other than what Allah has revealed. 
However, this is not the case for two reasons: Firsty (spelling error taken 
from the original), due to the consensus from Ibn ‘Abdul-Barr who 
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narrated that ruling by other than what Allah has revealed constitutes 
minor disbelief that does not exit from the fold of Islam (At-Tamhid of 
Ibn ‘Abdul-Barr, 5/74-75) 

These five heads of the tawaghit is what is commonly listed and known from 
the shaykh and taken from his hooV Al-Usul ath-Thalathah. He adds a sixth, if 
taken altogether, in his short essay speaking in particular on kufr hit-taghut and 
the heads of the tawaghit: the oppressive ruler who changes the rulings of AUah. 
All are clear in their reference to being kuffar and not Muslimin-, one reason for 
that being the proof the shaykh brings: 


OgiiU^Lf Jjolo 

“So whoever disbelieves in the taghut^ 

And this is kufr hit-taghut. Does one have kufr hil-Muslim'? Disbelief in the 
Muslim? Has anyone heard of such a thing? And how does one actualize this 
ayah that the shaykh uses after naming the five heads of the tawaghit li the taghut 
can be a Muslim? The description of kufr hit-taghut is outlined by Shaykh 
Muhammad ibn ‘Abdil-Wahhab also in five matters: 


( 1 ) 

ouLit ojLlc Jii-bLf \ oig'i 

The belief in the invalidity of worship to other than AUah. 


( 2 ) 

lAijlig 


To abandon it. 


( 3 ) 

Iminigiig 

To hate it. 
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( 4 ) 

£ 

j-aiug 

To perform takfiroi its people. 


( 5 ) 

fOLOLfjLfijg 

To have hostility towards them for the sake of Allah. 


Does it make any sense for the shaykh to refer to anything here except what is 
considered major kufr and the kuffar? And if you say the heads of misguidance 
being referred to previously are in reference to Muslimin then it would imply 
having animosity and declaring takfir of the layman Muslim who follows him. 
The scholars are innocent of such absurdities and recklessness. Most likely, it is 
doubtful that it ever entered the shaykh’s mind that someone would come later 
and proclaim he was speaking about any Muslim here when speaking 
specifically of the heads of the tawa^it. 


Ruling by Other Than What Allah Revealed 

The first proof Abu Khabithah comes with to show that the shaykh 
{rahimahullaB) does not declare takfir of the one who rules by other than what 
Allah revealed, while caking him a head of the tawafiiit, is not an evidence for 
that. Citing Imam ibn ‘Abdk-Barr’s {rahimahullaB) ijma’ does not cover the 
words of ibn ‘Abdk-Wahhab. Because he is referring to the ruler who knows 
the rukng of Akah and rules by other than what Allah revealed, as is clear, and 
not the Muskm ruler who leaves {tark) ruling by what Akah revealed in some 
matters whke outwardly adhering to the rukng of Akah. The former is a taghut 
kafir, and the latter is a disobedient Muskm who committed a major sin and is 
not considered a taghut - and definitely not a head of the tawaghit, even though 
some ‘ulama from the Salaf considered him a kafitr. 

An example of the latter is when a case is brought to him concerning someone 
who stole, and the conditions are all met to implement the hukm upon him. 
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However, he is close to the person at hand and his whims get the better of 
him, so he places a preventative factor that is false or disparages one of the 
witnesses, even though he knows they are all trustworthy. Outwardly it appears 
that he is ruling by what Allah revealed, but inwardly he is ruling according to 
his whims. This is a major sin like committing fornication as long as he doesn’t 
hold it permissible for himself or reject the ruling of AUah. The former 
example is when the same case is brought to him concerning the thief, and he 
judges according to a man-made law, a tribal code, or his whims. Outwardly 
and inwardly he has judged by other than what Allah revealed. This is major 
/fe^Hke prostrating to a grave. 

However, Abu Khabithah and the Madakhaliah do not see any form of not 
judging by what AUah revealed as major kufr unless one comes with an action 
of the heart that is near impossible to know of. And concerning the ijma’ oi 
ibn ‘Abdil-Barr, then, it needs looking into. Because we have statements from 
‘ulama from the Salaf stating whoever knowingly leaves the hukm of Allah in a 
case is a kafir?^ Additionally, he does not cite a consensus that ruUng by other 
than what Allah revealed is minor kufr, he said specificaUy: 

S ^ £ £ 

LoJLc dUj juOLfij JjoJ j-iLiiJI Jjo ftiiJtJI ^ clolgll gjootg 

ou 

“The scholars agree that jawrln relation to judging is from the major sins - for 
whoever knowingly and intentionally does it.” 

This is the exact statement Abu Khabithah is referring to. Can anyone point 
out where ibn ‘AbdU-Barr says ruUng by other than what Allah revealed is minor 
kufr'? What we should pay attention to here is what is meant by the word ‘jawr’. 
Jam in EngUsh could be translated something along the Unes as ‘unjust’ or 
‘tyrannical’ and is similar to a more common term: ‘dhulm’, which is 
oppression, and it is putting something in its incorrect spot. In his explanation 
of Sahih Muslim, an-Nawawi stated: 


References will come, in sha Allah. 
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gAi JfjLlcjJt Jx Lo J^g ^ JfjLlcjJtg clgxuiJJt Jx JxoJI : ga jg:^! 

£ 

U>gjiuo gt Lotj3 clgjuu ^ jg3 

“Al-Jau/rls turning away from fairness and justness; so anything that departs 
from justice is al-jawr. Irregardiess whether it was something haram or makruhr 

Here it is in reference to ruling unjustly where people do not get their rights, 
and so he does not judge by what AUah revealed. While ruling by other than 
what AUah revealed is something particular. In addition, one should keep in 
mind that the Salaf disagreed over the one who intentionaUy leaves the ruUng of 
Allah and if it is major kufr or a major sin. This is in contrast to ruling by other 
than what AUah revealed. Interpreting the meaning of the statement of Allah 
{ta‘ald)\ “And whoever does not judge by what Allah revealed, then it is those 
who are the kafirun^' as-Suddi (d. 127 H) said: 

£ £ 

jjo 1 Ig; gisg jL^ gl i Ijuolc cl5j16 CjJjj\ Loj pSsxj pJ Jjog 

“Whoever does not judge by what I revealed and leaves it intentionaUy or 
unjustly, while he knows (the ruUng from AUah), then he is from al-kaftrunA'^ 

And al-Baghawi (d. 516 H) in his relates from a group of scholars that: 

Jjo LoLo I Ijuolc UUx olUI lil llffi : cLoJL&JI JLog 

jJLi JjgU ^ U3 l 3I gl ouix ^ 

“The ‘ulama said this is when [judging in a case] he goes against the ruUng of 
Allah deliberately. But if the matter was unclear to him or he made a mistake in 
its interpretation, then no [it does not apply].” 

Whether these statements are in reference to merely leaving the ruUng of AUah 

See Tafsir ibn Kathir (in Arabic because this is cropped out of the English translation published from 
the lands ruled by tawaghit). 
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or leaving it and ruling bj other than what AUah revealed is a discussion the 
‘ulama spoke about and differed. And there is much more we could get into 
here but that is sufficient to refute any notion that the Salafh&Y^ an ijma’ that 
ruling bj other than what AUah revealed is minor kufr?^ 


Clarifying the Misunderstanding in the Plagiarizing 

Abu Khabithah resumes: 

and secondly that the term at-Taghut does not necessitate major 
disbelief. This is made very clear in the following statement of Shaikh 
Muhammad bin ‘Abdul-Wahhab: 

“The taghuts are many, and the clear ones to us from them are five: 

The first of them is Satan. 

The tyrannical ruler. 

The one who takes bribery. 

The one who is worshipped and pleased with that. 

The one who acts without knowledge.” [14] 

So he considered that from the heads of the clear taghuts are: the 
tyrannical ruler, the one who takes bribes and the one who does not act 
upon knowledge - and these affairs constitute minor disbelief (al-kufr 
al-asghar) in their origin. Indeed the one who takes bribes is not an 
unbeliever outside of the fold of Islam by the consensus (ijma‘) of the 
scholars, unless he makes that permissible. So this makes it perfectly clear 

The official committee of scholars of Sa'udijjah said some years ago that the one who claims that 
there is an ijma’thsx ruling by other than what AUah revealed in tashri’al-‘am is minor kufr\\- 2 & lied upon 
Ahlus-Sunnah due to jahlo^ evU intention. See Risalah at-Tahdhir min al-lrja. 
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that the Shaikh and the scholars before him did not restrict the title 
at-Taghut to only the disbeliever, rather the term can also refer to a 
Muslim upon sin or tyranny or the one who does not act upon 
knowledge or the person of misguidance who misguides others, such as 
the ideological heads of the Kharijites. 

First, these aren’t exactly Abu Khabithah’s words; he plagiarized them from a 
scholar of the ta^uP. Abu ‘Umar Usamah al-‘Utaybi. The latter^^ wrote in 
Arabic: 

ogjubjJt J^Tg jg:^l ^L:> «Iju£tg±iJt cpo 

^ Jjo ^oULc SirSu JjoL&Jtg. 

dJJj Jj>.Lljli[ tit jJt jLdiJt Jjo cLoJL&Jt gLoob ogjubjJt J^T Jj. 

. £ 

jjflLSu jJ LjU>gJt jlix Jj ouoojd ^oijLUJJt gjjuu J\ ^ 94 x 0 Louo 044^ 
(gjuuLoJtg JjJUAJt cM^QQJ tS \ Cig^LbJt 

gi UjoLo gJg tJL> ^ J9^ Jjog jj^ Jogi Jjog ogjubjJt 

£ S 

diJj g2u gt Lulijjuo 

And this can be translated virmally as what Abu Khabithah wrote; although he 
portrays them as his own speech and adds a little flavor to it at the end with 
“such as the ideological heads of the Kharijites.” In fact, the whole article is a 
summary taken from the aforementioned scholar of the taghut, with the above 
and what comes after it a near word-for-word translation. 

Admittingly, the text quoted from ibn ‘Abdil-Wahhab could be seen as 
problematic if taken at face value without knowledge. And it would not come 
as a surprise if the Madakhilah started celebrating and handing out sweets when 
they came across this quote. Because indeed, the one who takes a bribe or acts 
without knowledge could not be a kafir. But like with other heads of the 


Who, come to find out, said this about Abu Khabithah in a tweet dated Aug. 19, 2018: “The man is 
extremely ignorant who desires leadership and is manipulative. It is a mistake to enable his likes to 
partake in da’wahw\A\& he has severe ignorance and love of leadership.” 
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tawaghit there is a tafsil and a shark (i.e., a further explanation). Examples being 
the elucidations you will find from the ‘ulama on the one who does not judge 
by what Allah revealed, when he becomes a taghut kafir and when not, and the 
one who claims knowledge of the unseen, the levels therein when he becomes 
a taghut kafir and when not, and so on. Each listed taghut must be understood in 
light of the shaykh’s own definition of the taghut that passed above. So when 
we know the meaning of taghut and that every taghut is a kafir, and we compare 
these words with his more famous words on the tawaghit in light of his own 
definition of the taghut, we see exactly who he is referring to here. Thus the 
first taghut mentioned is as he said: the Shaytan. The second one he mentioned 
as: 


^L> 

“The tyrannical ruler” is: 

(lilt jxg.joJI ^LxJI 

“The oppressive ruler who changes the rulings of AUah.” 

The third one he mentioned as: 

ogjubjJI JiT 

“The one who takes bribes” is: 

«u ^ 

dJUl JjJI Lo 

“The one who rules by other than what AUah revealed.” 

The fourth he mentioned as “the one worshipped and is pleased with that” is 
what comes fifth in his other Usting. And finaUy, the fifth one he mentioned as: 
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,aJLc yjsu JjoL&Jt 

“The one who acts without knowledge” comes fourth in his other listing: 

(lilt Jgj Jjo < iigll ^oULc 

“The one who claims knowledge of the unseen besides Allah.” 

And so when we take his clear speech and put it up against his unclear speech, 
what he intends is evident. Why I mentioned the one who takes bribes as 
meaning the one who rules bj other than what AUah revealed is due to what you 
will find in the tafsir of the ajah in surah al-Maidah. The matter of taking a bribe 
being major or minor kufr depends on the reality and situation of whoever is 
taking a bribe. If he takes a bribe in order to leave ruling in a case it is minor 
kufr. But if he takes a bribe and rules bj other than what Allah revealed it is 
major kufr. This is the opinion chosen by Shaykh al-Mujaddid Muhammad ibn 
‘Abdil-Wahhab based upon what is apparent from him placing him from the 
heads of the tawaghit. It was also the chosen opinion of ibn Mas‘ud and his 
students, alongside other Sahabah and Tabi'in. Al-Qasimi {rahimahullaB) said in 
his tafsir. 

(liJilll olo (j\ i<^g^ill9 JjuuLxJIg jgguin (yj\ Jx tjUill ^ J-OJg 

ftio-fl tftiiaJI JjLig (.yuuiijl 0^ idjoiJI ^g jgAoJI ^ djoLc 
cjLbiiJI oLiiJ k^sJuuuJI nflJuuLog (OULbg jJLo kdlll 

“Concerning this topic, it is reported from ibn Mas‘ud, al-Hasan [al-Basri], and 
an-Nakhad that these three ayat (in surah al-Maidah) are general in its 
application to the Jews and this ummah. So whoever takes a bribe and 
substitutes the [correct] ruling, and thus rules by other than the ruling of AUah, 
then he has disbeUeved, oppressed, and acted immoraUy. This is also the view 
of as-Suddi, because it is what is apparent of the address.” 

And AUah knows best. May Allah send salah and salam upon our prophet 
Muhammad, his famUy, and his companions. 
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